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REMARKS 

Claims 1-3, 6-30, 33-37, 39-43, 46-70, 73-75 and 77-82 arc pending in the instant 
application. Claims 2-3, 16-24, 26-30, 33-35, 42-43, 56-64, 66-70 and 73-75 have been 
withdrawn. Claims 1,6-15, 25, 36-37, 39-41, 46-55, 65 and 77-82 have been rejected by the 
Examiner- Claims 1, 25, 36, 41, and 65 have been amended. Support for these amendments may 
be found throughout the Specification, and in particular, on pages 8 find 9. No new matter has 
been added by the amendments. The Applicants submit that claims 1 , 6-15, 25, 36-37, 39-41 , 
46-55, 65 and 77-82 arc in condition for allowance and request reconsideration and withdrawal 
of the outstanding rejections, 

Claim lU'tedhns Lhuler 35 USCQII2 

Claims 1, 6-15, 25, 36-37, 39-41, 46-55, 65, and 77-82 have been rejected under 35 
U.S.C. 1 12, second paragraph, as being allegedly indefinite for failing to particularly point out 
and distinctly claim (he subject matter which applicant regards as the invention. 

The feature "said activity selected", in line 8 of Claim 1, lines 12-13 of Claim 25, lines 
17-18 of Claim 36, line 10 of Claim 41, and lines 13-14 of Claim 65, has been amended to recite 
"said request'*. The lixaminer indicates on page 3, paragraph 4 of the Office Action that "Claim 
1 recites the limitation 'said activity options' in the last line/ 1 The Examiner states that there is 
insufficient antecedent basis for this feature. The Applicants respectfully submit that this feature 
was amended in a prior action (sec Request for Continued Examination and Amendment filed on 
July 5, 2005) lo remove "the" preceding "activity options." Accordingly, the Applicants 
respectfully submit that Claim 1 (as well as independent claims 25, 41, and 65) has sufficient 
antecedent basis. Reconsideration and removal of the rejections is respectfully requested. 

C Mm Rejecti o ns Under J 5 USCJS103 

Claims 1,6-15, 25, 36-37, 39-41, 46-55, 65, and 77-82 have been rejected under 35 
U.S.C. 103(a) as being allegedly unpatentable over Mci f arland, U.S. Patent No, 6,1 54,753 
{hereinafter "McFarland") in vtew of Hons ct al., "A Formal Specification of Automated 
Auditing ofTmslwoithy Trade Procedures for Open Electronic Commerce" (hereinafter 
"Uous v '). The Applicants respectfully traverse the rejections, 

For an obviousness rejection to be proper, the Examiner must meet the burden of 
establishing that all elements of the invention are disclosed in the prior art; and that the prior art 

YOR020000i63l JS 1/127-0002 1 7 

PAGE 20/23 * RCVD AT 1/6/2006 9:53:22 AM [Eastern Standard Time] * SVR:USPTO-EFXRF«27 * DNISOTOO * CSID:86028601 1 5 * DURATION (mm*s):05-58 



JAN-06-2006 FRI 11 : 12 AM CANTOR COLBURN LLP 



FAX NO. 8602860115 



P. 



relied upon* coupled with knowledge generally available in the ait at the time of the invention, 
must contain sonic suggestion or incentive that would have motivated the skilled artisan to 
modify a reference or combined references. In re Fine, 5 LLS.P.Q,2d 1596, 1598 (Fed. Cir. 
1 088); hi Re Wilson, 165 U.S.P.Q. 494. 4% (CC.KA. 1970), McForland in view of Bons 
however, docs not teach or make obvious all elements of Claims 1, 25, 36, 41, and 65, 
respectively. 

Claim 1 hits been amended in a non-narrowing manner to belter clarify that which the 
Applicants regard lo be the invention. Claim I recites a method for facilitating supplier auditing 
functions in a communications network environment, comprising: "receiving a request from a 
user system of an enterprise system to initiate an activity, said activity including scheduling an 
audit for performing an initial or ongoing qualification of an existing or prospective trading 
partner o f the enterprise system; assigning an access level to a requester at the user system with 
respect to at least one database; said enterprise system retrieving data from at least one database, 
said data corresponding to said request; and transmitting said data to said user system based 
upon the access level; wherein said scheduling said audit includes: entering supplier data 
relating to the lading partner into a schedule form; entering requester information into said 
schedule form] selecting an auditor to perform said audit; entering a purpose for said audit; 
entering a lime frame for performing said audit; and distributing a completed schedule form to at 
least one entity; wherein further said enterprise system includes a quality information network 
application for executing activity options that include the activity requested by the user system." 

No new matter has been entered via these amendments. Support for the added features 
"assigning an access love] to a requester at the user system with respect to at least one database" 
and "transmitting said data to said user system based upon the access level" may be found, for 
example, on pages 8-9 of the Specification, which states in part, "A variety of u$er types may 
utilize the quality information network tool [which] help define the nature and extent of access to 
data provided by organization 102" (page 8, lines 15-18). Also, the users include divisional 
users, suppliers/contractors, executive readers, and administrators (sec generally, Specification, 
pages S aitd 9). "Administrators of organization 102 determine the access requirements for 
internal and external users of the quality information tool and maintain access control lists 
[which] .store the names of authorized users of the databases stored in data storage device 1 IS 
and each user is assigned an access level by an administrator of organization 102" (Specification, 



YOK0200(M)5f>3 US 1/12 7-OOU2 1 g 

PAGE 21/23 1 RCVD AT 116/2006 9:53:22 AM [Eastern Standard Time] * SVR: USPTO-EFXRF-6/27 * DNIS:2738300 * CSID:86028601 1 5 * DURATION (mm-ss):05-58 



JAN-06-2006 FRI 11=12 AM CANTOR COLBURN LLP FAX NO. 8602860115 P. 



PU3C9 lines 26-20), 

CoL 24, lines 24-30 of McFarland leach a form whereby scheduling of internal or 
external auditors, audit date, scope of audit, departmental management identification, 
noncompliance county observation counts, audit typo, documents to collect for review, 
checklist to yoncratc, and corroclivc actions to validate are planned and documented. The 
information cnLcrcd in lira! form is entirety directed to auditing information, rather than the 
requester information or the operator information* Further, CoL 26, lines 26-29 of McFarland 
teaches thai in fields "employee, manager" at 636, and fields "iaexl" and "mgrcxf al blocks 638 
and 040, the operator must enter the data relating to the identity of the auditor and the internal 
niklilors phone, as well as the managers telephone. There is no disclosure in McFarland that 
the operator enters the information about the operator. Thus, McFarland Tails to teach or 
suggest Ihc element "entering req uester i nformation into said schedule form", as recited in Claim 
1. 

McFarland also fails to teach or suggest the elements "assigning an access level to a 
requester. . .with respect to al least one database", and "transmitting said data to said user system 
based upon the access lever' as recked in Applicants' Claim 1. Bons does not cure the 
deficiencies of McFarland at least for the reason that it fails to teach or suggest the elements 
'Vuteiiny requester information into said schedule form" and "assigning an access level to a 
requester., .will) respect to at least one database/ 1 as recited in Applicants' claim 1 , Therefore, 
McFarland in view of Rons does not render Claim 1 obvious. 

Since they contain similar features, Claims 25, 36, 41 , and 65 are patentable over 
McFarhmd in view of lions for at least the reasons given for Claim 1 . Claims 6-15 depend from 
Claim I , Claims 37 and 39-40 depend from Claim 31, Claims 46-55 depend from Claim 41, and 
Claims 77-82 depend from Claim 65. These dependent claims are believed to be allowable at 
leasl due to their dependencies on independent claims 1, 31, 41 and 65, respectively. 
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CONCLUSION 

No new mill tor lias been entered nnd no additional fees arc believed to be required. 
However, if any fees arc duo willi respect to Ibis Amendment, please charge them to Deposit 
Account No. 50-0 J 50. 



Respectfully submitted, 
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